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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It seems to me that the part “…Observed Through Scanning Electron Microscopy” in the title of the article is superfluous, it is advisable to leave the title: “Effect of Starch Source on the Microstructure of Extruded Feed Pellets”.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract should contain the following components:

- the purpose of the work;

- research objectives;

- significance of the research.

Instead, the abstract describes Scanning Electron Microscopy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. At the end of the introduction, as a result of a review of previous studies, the authors should indicate the purpose and objectives of the research.

2. In the “Materials and Methods” section, the authors should describe and provide a characteristic of the materials they are investigating, provide and describe the equipment used for the research (granulators, grinders, dryers, etc.), indicate their brands and company and country of manufacture. It is also necessary to characterize the devices used for measurements and indicate their brands and company and country of manufacture. It is advisable to provide a photo of the equipment and devices during the study. If possible, provide a study diagram. At the end of the section, in brackets, the following is given: (Make/Model: JEOL, JSM—6390LV, Tokyo, Japan). It is necessary to explain that this is the brand of the electron microscope, because it is not clear from the text. It is advisable to provide its photo.

3. It is necessary to explain what the letter c means in: 174.77±15.34c, the letter a in: 50.60±9.44a, the letters bc in: 123.56±18.54bc, and so on.

4. It would be advisable to present the results of the studies, in addition to the tabular form, also in graphical form, it looks more visually.

5. In the “Discussion” section, it would be advisable to compare the results of your own studies with the results of studies by more than two authors.

6. The results of the research and conclusions should indicate how the pore size and morphology of the granules affect the characteristics of the granules: whether it improves their consumer qualities, whether it improves the shelf life, etc. And how.

The work is recommended for publication after revision
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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